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Pusiic GENERAL STaTuTeEs. 


Case Reported this Week. 


Bowers v. Young and Others...... .......0+« 





Current Topics. 


A LEGAL phenomenon occurred on Wednesday. No fewer than 
three of the learned judges of the King’s Bench Division in the 
middle of the Long Vacation deserted their sylvan and other 
retreats and sat in London to administer justice—Mr. Justice 
Bicuam at the Royal Courts, and Puittrore and Bucksttt, JJ., 
at the Old Bailey.: Can anyone furnish an instance of a similar 


occurrence ? 





Tue sEconp session of the reorganised Teaching System of 
the Law Society will open on Monday next, the 19th inst., with 
lectures by the Principal and Mr. Larrer, for Final and Inter- 
mediate students respectively. The response made by students 
during the first session was, we are informed, eminently satis- 
factory, no less than 130 being in attendance at the close of last 
term, and it is expected that these numbers will be considerably 
increased during the coming session. Meanwhile, the Principal 
is interviewing intending students at his room in the Law 
Society’s hall. 





Now rHar a commission has been appointed to investigate the 
circumstances relative to the Breck case, it may be hoped that 
comment on the subject will cease in the daily Press until the 
report of the commissioners has been published, as we assume 
it will be. The commissioners are ‘to inquire into and report 
to the Home Secretary upon the circumstances of the conv .ctions 
of Mr. Avotr Beck in 1896 and 1904,” but it need hardly be 
pointed out that a private report to the Home Secretary will not 
in the least allay the uneasiness which has taken possession of 
the public mind with regard to the preparation and giving 
of police evidence in prosecutions. The report, if not the 
evidence on which it is based, should be at once made public. 
Some exception has been taken to the limitation of the 
inquiry to the ‘‘ circumstances of the convictions,’ which does 
not appear to include the refusal of the Home Office to reo 
the question of Mr. Brcx’s guilt or innocence, when he satisfied 
them that he was not Smrrn. This is certainly a matter which 
requires explanation, and it is to be hoped that the commis- 
sioners will interpret the reference to them in the widest sense. 
Much patient investigation will be necessary on the part of the 
commissioners, and also much firmness in insisting on the pro- 
duction of evidence; but their names are a sufficient guarantee 
that they will not be wanting in these respects. There is no 
announcement as to when the sittings of the commission are to 
commence ; if they are delayed until the end of the vacation, 
great inconvenience will arise in the Court of Appeal. 





A currovs little point is raised by a correspondent in a letter 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 


which we print elsewhere. Can a man change his Christian 
L comet Our correspondent, on the strength of a note in 
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3 Davidson’s Precedents (3rd ed.), at p. 361, holds that he 
cannot part with his Christian name, or take a different Christian 


name except as part of a compound surname. This, no doubt 


is laid down by Mr. Davinson, perhaps the most accurate text 
writer of modern times, and we rather imagine that the portion of 
the note quoted by our correspondent may have been a eondensa- 
tion of an opinion given by the writer, since he seems to have had 
before him extracts from the records of the Heralds’ College. He 
says, however, that these records ‘‘contain several instances of 
licences specially drawn in order to meet, as far as possible, 
injunctions requiring the assumption, not only of the testator’s 
The devices to which 


surname, but also of his Christian name. 


recourse is had vary according to circumstances.” But the 


learned writer does not tell us the nature of these devices or quote 


any authority for the proposition cited by our correspondent. 
We do not find any decision or dictum as to the point in Fast 
v. Twyford (9 Hare 713), nordoes Mr. Davipson pretend that it 
contains any such decision or dictum. He cited it merely as an 
illustration of the mode in which a direction in a will that ‘‘ every 
person, on taking possession of the property shall 
drop every other name save and except that of Girsert Easr 
only ” was carried out. It appears incidentally from the report 
(p. 724) that Grtzert East Crayron-East, who claimed to be 
entitled in possession, altered his name to Gitpert East GiiBEerr 
East, which Mr. Davinson rightly considers inane. He 
might just as well have retained his baptismal Christian names. 
Mr. Vaiszy (2 Vaisey on Settlements, p. 1275) remarks that 
“baptismal names cannot, it is said, now be changed, though 
formerly they could at confirmation,” and he cites for this propo- 
sition Falconer on Surnames, pp. 3, 4. In the absence of 
decision on the point raised by our correspondent, we should 
imagine the answer to the question put at the end of his letter 
is that a person taking a name, whether Christian or surname, 
and whether by Act of Parliament, Royal licence, or enrolled 
deed, does not lose his original name, and may take a devise or 
bequest by such original name: see Leigh v. Leigh (15 Ves., 
at p. 100). The question will be simply one of evidence, and 
the deed-poll will apparently afford evidence of the change of 
name. 





THE witt on which the above-mentioned case of Lust v. 
Twyford was decided was rightly described by the Vice-Chancellor 
as one of the most singular wills which the courts of justice in 
this country have ever had to deal with. It was contained in a 
book, in which the several dispositions of the testator’s property 
were for the most part designated by different letters, and the 
book referred to a card upon which the names of the persons 
intended to be designated by the different letters were set down. 
We remember to have seen a will, which was duly proved, 
written on a sheet of foolscap paper ruled for cash, headed, ‘‘ Will 
of ——,” and containing in the cash columns sums opposite to 
names, and below the words “the rest to )” followed, of course, 
by the signature of the testator and a proper attestation clause. 
And in Kell v. Charmer (23 Beay. 195) a testator bequeathed to 
his son WixL1AM the sum of i- x- x and to his son Roserr the 
sum of o-x-x, these being the private marks used in his 
business to denote the sums of £100 and £200. By way of 
contrast, we recall a will of portentous length, which was after 
the testator’s death printed, and as so printed filled a thick 
quarto volume. We have an impression that we heard, not very 
long ago, of the will of a tradesman which was written, signed, 
and attested on one of the bags used for his goods. It would 
be interesting if our readers would place on record in our 
columns instances of testamentary eccentricities which have come 
under their notice. 








AN INTERESTING reminder of the nicety which requires to be 
exercised in framing powers of attorney is afforded by the decision 
of the Court of Appeal, on a vendor and purchaser summons, in 
Re Dowson and Jenkins’ Contract (1904, 2 Ch.219). The vendor, 
who resided in Canada, was the transferee of a mortgage 
under which the statutory power of sale had become exerciseable. 
In September, 1903, he was in England, and he instructed his 
solicitors to put the mortgaged property up to auction, but he 
returned to Canada before the day of sale. Prior to his 





extensive powers of management, with express power to receiyg 
money owing to the principal by virtue of any security, and 
, | also express power to sell any real or personal property belonging 
to him by public auction or private contract. But it contained 
no reference to the impending sale and no special power to 
realize property held by the principal as mortgagee. In dug 
course the property was sold, and a contract cf sale, not con- 
taining any special conditions as to the power of attorney, was 
signed by the purchaser and by agents acting for the attorney, 
In his requisitions the purchaser objected to the sufficiency of 
the power of attorney, and it has been held, both by Kexewicz, 
J., and by the Court of Appeal, that the objection was well 
founded, and that the attorney was not authorized to sell 
property held by the principal as mortgagee. The point, 
of course, is purely technical, for it was known that the 
power of attorney was executed for the express purpose 
of carrying into effect this very sale, but any such con- 
sideration could not affect the decision, which seems to have 
been given upon sufficiently clear ground. It was argued 
that, since the attorney was authorized to receive the mortgage 
money, he was empowered to sell under section 21 (4) of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881. This provides that the statutory 
power of sale may be exercised by ‘‘any person for the time 
being entitled to receive and give a discharge for the mort- 
gage money.” But it could hardly have been intended that the 
power of sale should be exercised by any agent who could 
receive the money, and the Court of Appeal confined the scope 
of the clause to persons deriving title to the security under the 
mortgagee, such, for instance, as executors. And the power to 
sell property for the principal was equally ineffectual, for the 
sale in substance was a sale of the equity of redemption as well 
as of the mortgagee’s interest. It is important, therefore, that 
a power of attorney which may by possibility be required for 
realizing mortgaged property should expressly so provide, as 
is done, for example, in the form at p. 188 of 1 Key and 
Elphinstone’s Precedents in Conveyancing (7th ed.). 





THe rTERMs ‘‘reconstruction” and “amalgamation” are 
frequently met with in relation to companies, but they are not 
words upon which it is easy to place any exact definition, and 
Bucxuzy, J., abstained from making this attempt in Re South 
African Supply, §c., Co. (52 W. R. 649; 1904, 2 Ch. 268), 
though he gave a very luminous exposition of them. In 
Higgs’ case (2 H. & M., p. 666), Lord Harnertey suggested 
that an amalgamation was where both companies agreed tuo 
abandon their respective articles of association and to register 
themselves under new articles as one body. ‘That, he said, 
would be a new company formed by the coalition or 
amalgamation of the two old companies. And in New Zealand 
Gold Extraction Co. v. Peacock (1894,1 Q. B., p. 632) Lord 
Davey said: “I do not know the exact meaning of the word 
‘amalgamation’ or whether it must not be the joining of two 
companies so as to form a third entity.” But while 
the union of two companies so as to form a new 
company is perhaps the mode of amalgamation which most 
readily suggests itself, the word is not restricted to such 
a transaction. ‘‘No very precise meaning,” said Linptezy, 
M.R., in Wall v. London and Northern Assets Corporation (1898, 
2 Ch., p. 478), ‘‘can be given to the word ‘ amalgamate’ when 
we talk about amalgamating a company with any persons, com- 
panies, or firms, and I confess that I am not prepared to put 
any sharp definition upon the word. I have no doubt that it 
includes the case put by Lord HaruEruey in Higgs’ case (supra), 
and more recently by Lord Davgy in New Zealand Gold Extrac 
tion Co. v. Peacock (supra). I do not think it involves the 
formation of a new company to carry on the business of an old 
company. I have no doubt it includes that; but I do not think 
it is confined or understood to be confined to that,’ The above 
dicta deal only with ‘“‘ amalgamation” ; and apparently the term 
‘reconstruction’ has not received similar judicial considera- 
tion, but both terms required to be discussed in relation to the 
very complicated series of transactions which formed the subject 
of Le South African Supply, &c., Co. 





To UNDERSTAND the transactions fully the reader is referred to 
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the reports, but they can be summarized for the present purpose 
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gs follows: A succession of companies, which may be called for 
previty the Supply, the Imperial, the Australasian and the Cold 
Storage companies, were formed having substantially the same 
objects, namely, to do business in the cold storage and 
supply of produce. The Supply company was formed in 
1899 with a capital which was ultimately £309,000 in 
ordinary shares and £150,000 in preference shares. The 
Jmperial company was formed in 1902 with a capital of 
£650,000 in ordinary shares, and it threatened competition with 
the Supply company. Then appeared the Australasian company 
which took over, in exchange for shares, part of the assets of the 
Supply company, including its business and business premises, 
hut not including investments, cash, and other things of con- 
siderable value. The Australasian company in turn sold to the 
Imperial company what it had bought from the Supply 
company and also other assets. The consideration for this sale 
consisted of sharesand debenturesof the Imperial company, so that 
the Supply company, through the shares which it held in the 
Australasian company, became largely interested in the 
Imperial company. A few months later came the Cold Storage 
company, with a capital of £150,000 in preference shares and 
£618,000 in ordinary shares. Thus the preference capital was 
the same as that of the Supply company and the ordinary 
capital was just double. The last transaction was the sale by 
the Supply company of all its assets, except assets of the value 
of £295,085, to the Cold Storage company. The assets 
included the shares it held in the Australasian company and 
also the assets which had been retained upon the sale of the 
business to that company, and the Supply company was to 
satisfy its own liabilities out of the £295,085 of assets now 
retained. The consideration for the sale was to be the entire 
share capital of the Cold Storage company, so that the share- 
holders of the Supply company would receive one preference 
and two ordinary shares respectively for the shares held by 
them. Resolutions were then passed for the voluntary winding 
up of the Supply and Australasian companies, with the result 
that there would be left in the field only the Imperial company, 
which carried on the actual business, and the Cold Storage 
company, which would be a large shareholder in the Imperial 
company. Both the Supply and Australasian companies had 
issued debentures, and the conditions of their preference shares 
and debentures provided that a bonus should become payable in 
the case of winding up for the purpose of reconstruction or 
amalgamation. Hence it became necessary to determine whether 
under the above circumstances there had been a reconstruction 
or an amalgamation in the case of these companies. 


In pxcrprne this question, Buckie, J., observed that neither 


of the words “reconstruction” and “amalgamation” had 
any definite legal meaning, and, as to the latter, he was follow- 


ing the dicta already referred to. ‘Each is a commercial and 
not a legal term, and even as a commercial term bears no exact 
definite meaning. In each case one has to decide whether the 
transaction is such that, in the meaning of commercial men, it is 
one which is comprehended in the term ‘reconstruction’ or 
‘amalgamation.’” This reference to commercial men, however, 
does not seem to be very helpful. The commercial man, on 
being confronted with the transactions recapitulated above, 
would probably gasp and ask what in the world it was all about 
To press him with the inquiry whether either the Supply 
company or the Australasian company had reconstruc or 
amalgamated would only add to his confusion. Hence 
the learned judge, having introduced the commercial man by 
way of preface, promptly dropped him and pursued a much 
more useful course. After stating the facts, he gave his own 
idea as to what amounts to a reconstruction or an amalgama- 
tion. A reconstruction takes place when it is desired that an 
undertaking shall be carried on in an altered form, but by the 
same persons. “It involves, I think, that substantially the 
same business shall be carried on, and substantially the same 
persons shall carry it on.” But it is not necessary that the 
whole of the assets should be taken over, or that the liabilities 
should be taken over. Provided the business is substantially 
taken over, then certain assets may be excepted, and this 






















judge held that there had been a reconstruction of the Supply 
company when its undertaking, — certain assets and except 


liabilities, was taken over by the Cold Storage company. An 


amalgamation, he proceeded to point out, involved a different 


idea—the rolling, somehow or other, of two concerns into one. 
“You must weld two things together and arrive at an amal- 
gam—a blending of two undertakings.” But it is not 
necessary that there should be a new company. ‘‘ You may 
have a continuance of one of the two companies upon the terms 
that the undertakings of both corporations shall substantially be 
merged in one corporation only.” Such a merger there had 
been when the Australasian company sold the business which it 
had bought from the Supply company tothe Imperial company, 
which already had a business of its own, and there had conse- 
quently been an amalgamation. Hence in each case there had 
been a winding up “ for the purpose of reconstruction or amal- 
gamation,”’ and the bonus attached to the preference shares and 
debentures of the two companies. 





In GENERAL, a person who supplies necessaries to a ship has, 

according to English law, no lien upon the ship for the price; 

and even a shipbuilder who takes her into dock and repairs her 

has no lien except his possessory common law lien, and this is at 
an end so soon as he lets the vessel go. In the case of the 
supply of coals, which forms the heaviest item in the expenses 

of a steamship, this defect in the law is, as is well known, 

remedied by the practice of taking the master’s draft for the 
price—a practice the legal effectiveness of which was established 
by Barvygs, J., in his judgment in Zhe Ripon City (1897, P. 

226). The master, by putting his name to the bill, becomes 
personally liable to the holder in the event of its being 
dishonoured by the .acceptor, and to cover this liability 
he has a maritime lien on the ship by virtue of 

section 167 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1897. Thus, 
indirectly, the holder of the bill obtains the same security. 
Either he is authorized to exercise the master’s rights in the 
master’s name, or he sues the master, and the master in turn 
brings an action in rem against the ship and her owners. The 
whole scheme, however, rests upon the liability of the master 
as drawer of the bill, and, should this liability fail, the maritime 
lien and the indirect security of the holder of the bill fail also, 
In the recent case of Zhe Elmville (1904, P. 319), where the bill 
had been dishonoured by the acceptors, the master resisted his 
liability on the ground that the holders had not given him 
notice of dishonour in due time, and also that he had stated in 
the bill that he held the ‘‘ vessel, owners, and freight responsi- 
ble.” But under the Bill of Exchange Act, 1882, s. 49, ial 
circumstances may excuse delay, and here the delay was due to 
the whereabouts of the ship and of the master not being imme- 
diately ascertainable; and, moreover, the special form of the 
bill was held not to exonerate the master from personal liability. 
Hence the liability of the master was established, and, in due 
course, in proceedings already taken by the master against the 
ship, would be covered by his lien for disbursements. 








It is understood, says the Standard, that the Lord Chancellor will preside 
at the annual dinner of his Majesty’s judges, which will take place at the 
Atheneum Club on Monday evening, the 24th of October. 

At the Liverpool police-court, on Wednesday, says the Times, John 
Percival, a robust man of middle age, was charged with having broken 
into an accountant’s residence at Wavertree. The prisoner applied for a 
remand, but the magistrate ordered.the case to proceed. Thereupon he 
rushed down the stairway leading to the cells and a struggle ensued, 
several constables experiencing t difficulty in bringing him back to 
the court. Finally, it was decided to defer the hearing until the remainder 
of the list had been disposed of, and both constables and prisoner, still 
struggling, disappeared pell-mell below. When the case was recalled the 
prisoner reiterated his request for an adjournment, but again meeting with 
a refusal he turned to leave the dock. He was immediately in the grip of 
half-a-dozen policemen, and auother conflict took place on the steps. e 
magistrate’s clerk said the eg must be present however much he 
resisted. He was accordingly held down while the witnesses gave their 
evidence, making desperate, but unavailng, attempts all the time to 
liberate himself, When the evidence was completed the clerk mounted a 
stool, and, looking down upon the prisoner, read the depositions and the 
charge, while the prisoner still frantically endeavoured to get free. He 
was at last committed to the assizes, having ultimately to be carried from 





may be done with a view to ee the liabilities of 
the old company. Following out this idea, the learned 
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Payment of Expenses Incurred under 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 


IQOI. 
9 I 


In the recent cases of Goldstein v. Hollingsworth (1904, 2 K. B. 
578) and Morris v. Beal (1904, 2 K. B. 585) the Divisional Court 
had to deal with a very interesting question as to the effect of a 
statutory attempt to apportion improvement expenses equitably 
between landlord and tenant. The two statutes to which refer- 
ence must be made for understanding the decisions are the 
repealed Factory and Workshop Act, 1891 (54 & 55 Vict. ¢. 75), 
and the Factory and Workshop Act, 1901 (1 Ed. 7, ¢. 22). 
The former statute, by section 7 (2), empowered the sanitary 
authority, under specified circumstances, to require the owner of 
a factory to provide means of escape from fire, and if the 
owner alleged that the occupier of the factory ought to bear 
or contribute to the expenses of complying with the 
requirement, he might apply to the county court having 
jurisdiction where the factory was situate, and thereupon 
the county court, after hearing the occupier, might make 
such order as appeared to the court just and equitable 
under all the circumstances of the case. The statute has been 
repealed by the Act of 1901, which is a consolidating statute, 
and the provision just quoted is now re-enacted by section 14 (4) 
of the latter Act. The Act of 1901, by section 101, makes a 
similar provision with regard to the expenses incurred in 
complying with the requirements of the district council as to 
structural alterations in underground bakehouses in use at the 
passing of the Act. Sub-section 1 prohibits all underground 

akehouses except those then in use, and sub-section 2 prohibits 
existing underground bakehouses to be so used unless certified 
by the district council to be suitable for the purpose. Then, by 
sub-section 8, ‘‘ Where any place has been let as a bakehouse, 
and the certificate required by this section cannot be obtained 
unless structural alterations are made, and the occupier alleges 
that the whole or part of the expenses of the alterations ought to 
be borne by the owner, he may by complaint apply to a court of 
summary jurisdiction, and that court may make such order con- 
cerning the expenses or their apportionment as appears to the 
court to be just and equitable, under the circumstances of the 
case, regard being had tc the terms of any contract between the 
parties; or in the alternative the court may, at the request of the 
occupier, determine the lease.” 

Between these two enactments it will be seen that there are 
important differences. In the case of fire escape appliances, the 
expense is in the first instance incurred by the owner, and if he 
desires to make use of the statute in order to shift the whole or 
a part of the burden on to the occupier, then he must make 
application to the county court ; and the court will make such 

eras may be just and equitable under all the circumstances 
of the case. Thus the initiative must be taken by the owner, 
and the court is not expressly directed to pay attention to the terms 
of the contract between the owner and occupier, although 
doubtless any relevant provision in the contract would form one 
of the circumstances of the case. In the enactment as to under- 
ground bakehouses, on the other hand, the expense of the 
structural alterations falls in the first instance on the occupier, 
and inasmuch as, unless the alterations are made, he cannot 
continue the accustomed use of the premises, he must, if this 
use is to continue, incur the expense. But he may apply to the 
magistrates for an apportionment order, and here the statutory 
provision for apportionment includes an express direction that 
regard is to be had to the terms of any contract between the 
parties. And an alternative is allowed; the court may, at the 
— of the occupier, determine the lease. 

he effect of section 7 of the Act of 1891 was considered by 
the Divisional Court in Monk v. Arnold (50 W. R. 667; 1902, 1 
K. B. 761). In that case the plaintiff was the owner of a factory 
which was let to the defendant for a term of fourteen years 
from the 27th of December, 1896, at a rent of £200 per annum. 
The lease contained a covenant by the lessee to pay rates and 
taxes framed in the usual wide form, including “outgoings. . . 


*. . . ae 
in respect thereof.” The plaintiff was required by the sanj 


authority to provide certain means of escape from fire, and thig 
he did at a cost of £368. The report states that he brought ap 
action in the county court to recover this sum under the 
covenant in the lease, and presumably this action was brought 
by consent. It raised the question whether the language of the 
covenant was such as to impose liability for the expense on the 
tenant. The county court judge held that it had not this effect 
a decision which was apparently erroneous, even apart from 
Foulger v. Arding, then unreversed by the Court of Appeal (1909 
1 K. B. 700); but he considered that under section 7 (2) of the 
Act of 1891 he had jurisdiction to make an equitable apportion. 
ment between the owner and the occupier, and he ordered the 
occupier to pay £200. 

Upon appeal to the Divisional Court, this result was affirmed, 
though it is not altogether easy to say how far the court relied 
on the absence of legal liability in the tenant. There was a 
tendency to hold that the county court had a statutory power to 
apportion the expenses whatever might be the strict legal effect 
of the contract between landlord and tenant. Such a construction 
was, indeed, open to a serious objection. The statutory power 
of apportionment could only be put into operation on the appli- 
cation of the owner to the county court. Hence, if the tenant 
was under legal liability, the owner could sue under the covenant 
in the High Court and recover the whole expense, without the 
the occupier ever having the chance of obtaining an equitable 
apportionment. ‘That is,” said Lord Atverstong, O.J., “no 
doubt, a difficult point. It may be that it is a casus omissus ; but I 
think it is impossible not to give their plain meaning to the 
words of the section.” Hence, inasmuch as the matter had 
come before the county court judge, and as it was—to use again 
Lord ALVERSTONE’s words—*‘ impossible to contend that the 
covenant in question imposed a plain obligation on the tenant,” 
the county court judge had jurisdiction to make such an 
apportionment as he considered equitable. 

Darutne, J., took a similar view. ‘‘The Legislature,” he 
said, ‘‘ were engaged in remedial legislation, and they seem to 
have thought that in such a case the county court judge ought 
to have jurisdiction to do something more than make an order 
which would be according to the strict legal right of the parties, 
but that he should have regard in any order he might make to 
the whole justice and equity of the case. CHANNELL, J., 
endeavoured to surmount the difficulty in a slightly different 
way. He appears to have suggested that the county court 
judge, in apportioning the expenses, might construe the legal 
liability of the tenant more loosely than if he were dealing with 
an action on the covenant. If the covenant had mentioned 
expenses under the Factory Acts, then, of course, the tenant 
would have to bear them ; but if these expenses were brought in 
only by general words, then the county court judge might 
neglect the covenant. ‘If,” Omanneut, J., said, “that 
liability would only fall on either of them by reason 
of some general expression in the covenant, sufficient 
possibly to include such expenses as these if the 
statute had absolutely imposed them on the landlord, but 
not clearly shewing that the parties had really contemplated the 
case and intended that one or other of them should bear these 
expenses, whether incurred at the beginning or end of the term, 
then I think that would be precisely the case in which the county 
court judge ought to make such an order as might seem to him 
just and equitable in all the circumstances of the case.” 

This did not meet the difficulty that the owner might sue 
on the covenant in the High Court, and there insist on a strict 
legal construction of it; but Canney, J., suggested that 
there was really no expense finally imposed on the landlord until 
the county court judge had decided that he was responsible, and 
hence, prior to apportionment by the county court judge, aa 
action in the High Court would not lie, ‘‘If, said the 
learned judge, ‘‘the landlord were to sue the tenant in 
the superior court, he would be met by the objection 
that there was no outgoing for which the tenant could 
be liable on the covenant until the county court judge 
had so held.” The reasoning of these dicta was, we are 
informed, carried to its logical conclusion recently by Dar.ina, Jy 
in a case of Horner v. Franklin, where it was held that the owner 





imposed upon the demised premises or the landlord or occupier 





was not at liberty to recover the expenses in question from the 
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the summer vacation, which commenced on the 21st of July, 1904, without 
complaint ‘as to his efficiency or the proper carrying on of the school. 
In the year 1903 Dr. Ryan, who had been principal of the polytechnic, 
resigned, and in September of the same year a new principal was appointed 
in his stead. From that date differences arose with regard to the respec- 


tive positions and powers of the principal and the head master. 


The 


plaintiff’s case was that no resolution to dismiss him had been passed by 
any duly constituted meeting of the governing body of the polytechnic 
pursuant to and in accordance with clause 13 of the trust deed. On the 
29th of July, 1904, the plaintiff received a letter purporting to terminate 


his appointment and enclosing a cheque for £125 as salary up to the 30th 
of November, 1904, but, being advised that the notice was invalid, he 
refrained from cashing or otherwise dealing with the cheque. 
of the governing body of the polytechnic was duly summoned or held to 
deal with his proposed dismissal or to authorize the issue of the notice. 
By clause 13 of the trust deed: ‘‘ Every meeting shall be summoned by 
notice in writing or by printed notice addressed to each member at his 
respective address, stating the place, day, and hour of the meeting, and 
the business to be transacted, and posted four clear days before the day 
of the meeting, or in the case of adjourned meetings (whether adjourned 
by resolution or for default of a quorum) immediately after the original 
meeting.” By clause 32 ‘‘ Any question as to the construction of this 
scheme, or as to the regularity or the validity of any acts or proceedings 
done or taken, or about to be done or taken, under this scheme, shalt be 
determined conclusively by the commissioners upon such application made 
to them for the purpose as they think sufficient.’’ Being advised, and 
believing, that the question of his proposed dismissal might be deemed to 
come within the provisions of the trust deed, the plaintiff, on the 5th of 
September, 1904, laid the matter before the Charity Commissioners. In 
a publication called Education, published on the 25th of August, 1904, an 
advertisement appeared inviting persons to apply for the position now 
held by the plaintiff. If any such appointment was made pending the 
result of this action or of the plaintiff's appeal to the Charity Commisioners, 
great confusion and difficulty would arise in the conduct and management 
of the school. And the plaintiff was advised that, pending such decision 
or decisions, he was, within the meaning of the trust deed, entitled to 
continue his duties as headmaster of the school, 
deed the governors could only proceed ut meetings summoned in a certain 
way. The boys and girls returned after the holidays on Tuesday, and the 
plaintiff was not allowed to resume his duties. For the defendants it 
was said that the plaintiff was under a misapprehension. No injunction 
ought to be granted. It was a case for damages if any were recover- 
able. The plaintiff had notice given to him last July. Other arrange- 
ments had been made with respect to the school. Under the trust deed 
the principal controlled the masters. The principal was now carrying on 
the school, which was in full operation. The plaintiff had not been 
summarily or harshly treated. There was only a technical slip relied upon, 


and it could be shewn that in fact no slip had happened. The plaintiff | 


had not returned the cheque for £125. In reply it was said that the point 


was that, before the governors could be validly summoned, agenda must | 


be issued. Negotiations had taken place which had failed. The agenda 
contained no mention of the intention of the governors to discharge the 
plaintiff. The question was whether there was any valid notice given to 
the plaintiff. The governors could only act in accordance with statutory 
authority: Fisher v. Jackson (1891, 2 Ch. 84). Unless the board of 


plaintiff from his office. The cheque had not been cashed and would be 
returned by the plaintiff. Kemp v. Caddington School Board (not reported) 
was also referred to. 

Bicua, J., in giving judgment, said that the action appeared to him to 
be an ordinary action for damages for wrongful dismissal. The plaintiff 
could get ample compensation for any injury he had sustained. There 
was no obligation upon the defendants to use the plaintiff's services, and 
they did not appear to desire to use them. His lordship made no order, 
except that the costs were to stand over to be dealt with at the trial.— 
Covnset, Low, K.C., and H. Lynn. Sowscrrors, Baker § Nairne; Sir E. 
Hughes 

[Reported by J. E. Aupovs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Mrs. White, a negress, of Louisville, Kentucky, passed, says the Daily 

Mail; a creditable examination before the Circuit Court, and received the 

ificate permitting her to practise law. It is believed that she is the 
first negress so honoured. 


The fifty-eighth report of the Commissioners in Lunacy has been issued. 
It states the number of persons certified as insane in England and Wales as 
117,199 on the Ist of January, 1904, or 3,235 in excess of the number on the 
same day in 1903, an increase compared with 3,251 for 1902, 2,769 for 
1901, and 1,333 for 1900. In the ten years ended the 31st of December, 
1903, the average annual increase was 2,513, and in that of the five years 
ended on the same date 2,423. The increase in 1903 exceeded the annual 
average increase in the preceding ten years by 821 and that in the preceding 
five years by 837. The main increase in the number given for the Ist of 
January, 1904, was in respect of those detained in the county and borough 
asylums. They had increased by 2,540, or 78°5 per cent. of the total 
increase. There had been a large increase also—688—in the numbers 
detained in the Metropolitan District Asylums. The pauper patients, 
- all those whose maintenance is defrayed wholly or in part out 


No meeting 


Under the trust deed | 


| half-a-crown. 


Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Wiutx1am Beprorp Guaster, solicitor, of 47, Essex-street, Strand 
| has been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of the Trang. 
| vaal to Examine Witnesses and to Take Affidavits in all Suits pending in 
| the said court. . 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Cartes Epwarp Brat and Watrter James Payne, solicitors (Beal § 
Payne), 22, Budge-row, London. Aug. 15. [ Gazette, Sept 9, 





General. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Kennedy has left London for America, in 
order to attend the Legal Congress at St. Louis. 


It is anncunced that Orpington Priory, Kent, has been recently sold, 
If we mistake not, this was the residence for many years of Mr. B. G, 
Lake, 


The September Session of the Central Criminal Court, which was opened 
at the Old Bailey on Tuesday, had a calendar containing the names of no 
| fewer than 139 prisoners. 





It is announced that the Home Secretary has appointed a committee, 
consisting of the Right Honourable Sir Richard Henn Collins, Master of 
the Rolls, chairman ; Sir Spencer Walpole K.C.B.; Sir John Edge, K.C,, 
| Member of the Council of India, and late Chief Justice of the High Court 
| of the North-West Provinces, to inquire into and report to him upon the 
| circumstances of the convictions of Mr. Adolf Beck in 1896 and 1904. 


| Mrs. B., says the Central Law Journal, sued Mr. B. for divorce on the 
| ground of cruel and inhuman treatment such as to endanger life. After 
| stating certain acts of defendant, the pleader continued that said acts 
‘*have tended to destroy her health, her happiness, and her life, and the 
same have done so.”’ Defendant demurred on the ground that it was alleged 
that plaintiff was dead and the action would not lie. The judge declined 
to sustain the demurrer, but recommended that plaintiff’s attorney amend 
| his pleading. 
| Hawkins anecdotes are, says the Westminster Gazette, naturally numerous 
| just now. Here is another one. Attending the annual ‘‘ Thieves’ Supper” 
in Drury-lane upon one occasion, Sir Henry interviewed a group of old 
acquaintances, and asked whether, in their own opinions, they had deserved 
their various convictions. Most of them were loud in protestations against 
| the injustice that had been done them. One, however, more truthful or 
| more diplomatic than the others, admitted that he had deserved all he got 
—and abit more! ‘‘ Here isa bit more,’’ said Sir Henry, handing him 


| John MeMillin, solicitor, of Bloomsbury-square, was, says the St. James's 
governors was properly summoned, they had no power to exclude the | Gazette, sentenced on Wednesday, at the Old Bailey, at the age of seventy- 





| 


| 





rates, numbered 106,771. There were 877 criminal patients, of 

whom 758 were detained in the State asylum at Broadmoor. The ratio 

< — population has risen since last year from 34°14 to 34°71 in 
A ” 





eight, to twelve months’ imprisonment in the second division for 
fraudulently converting to his own use moneys entrusted to him. The 
amount involved was £450, but he had become bankrupt, with liabilities of 
£42,220, and assets estimated at £10,630. On his behalf it was urged that 
he had been in Brixton Prison and was suffering from diabetes and Bright's 
disease. Mr. Justice Bucknill said he had to pass a sentence which would 
be a punishment to him and a deterrent to others. Solicitors must be 
taught that they must be faithful to their charge. 


The Life of Lord Coleridge, which will be published next month, will, 
says the Globe, will not be the first work written about him. An American 
admirer, who, on a visit to England in 1891, saw a good deal of Lord 
Coleridge, both as a judge and a host, published a volume of recollections 
of the Chief Justice soon after his death. One of the most remarkable 
things about Lord Coleridge was his voice. Lord Russell of Killowen, in 
some reminiscences of his predecessor in the Lord Chief Justiceship which 
he contributed to the North American Review, wrote: ‘* Lord Coleridge 
possessed a voice the beauty of which I have not often known surpassed. 
Indeed, if I excepted the voices, perhaps, of Sir Alexander Cockburn, 
Mr. Gladstone, the present Sir Robert Peel, and the late Father Bourke 
of the Dominican Order, I shall have exhausted the list of those who may 
be said to have been his superiors in this respect.’’ 


Had the outrage perpetrated at Westminster happened in earlier days, 
says the St. James’s Gazette, the punishment of the offender would have 
been very severe. To avoid it he might have sought sanctuary in the 
very scene of his misdoing. The Abbey, like other sacred buildings, was 
sanctuary for all offenders save those guilty of sacrilege and high treason. 
Yor stealing an iron pot valued at sixpence, used for burning charcoal to 
air the vaults of a church, a woman was sentenced to death, and the 
church could offer no sanctuary. But if a man had caused the worst of 
panics in the Abbey, no matter how many deaths had resulted, he 
would have been able to claim his right to protection once he gained the 
sanctuary. The old peace stools upon which offenders sat beside the 
altar may still be seen at Hexham and Beverley, and the sanctuary knocker 
at Durham. To take a man out of the protection of the church, except he 
were guilty of either of the two offences named, entailed exeommunica- 
tion. 
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It is, says the Rome correspondent of the Times, writing on ‘‘ Judicial 
geandals in Italy,’ the judge who really constitutes the weak point in the 
whole judicial system of Italy, and to his shortcomings are chiefly due the 
manifold failures of Italian justice. As a rule, no doubt, a President of 
an Assize Court is a very worthy and well-meaning official; but neither 
the emoluments nor the prestige of the post attract a man of very great 
ability, and it is rarely fitled by one who has the necessary qualifications, 
either in knowledge of law or in strength of character, sufficient to control 
the court over which he presides. For-a judge is hampered by many con- 
siderations, and some of those considerations are political, as the judica- 
ture is not yet really free from dependence on the Government. But, 
chiefly, he is at the mercy of the advocates who practise before him. These 
very often are men of far greater influence and importance than himself 
_sometimes Deputies who are capable of promoting or retarding his 
advancement, and always accustomed to conduct a case as seems best to 
themselves. He can neither check the interminable length of their 
speeches, nor prevent their introduction of purely irrelevant evidence, nor, 
in some cases, resent the complete contempt they display for his ruling. 
A lively illustration of the lengths to which the Italian Bar is accustomed 
io carry its arguments was afforded by the Ferri-Bettolo trial, last 
Nuvember, when the advocates on either side engaged in battle with ink- 

ts and chairs. Neither has a Judge of Assizes any control over the 
initial proceedings of the Juge d’Instruction, The result is inevitable. 
Cases are referred to him that should never come before his court at all. 
Trials are prolonged by the advocates, both by the introduction of futile 
witnesses and by the exercise of «qually-futile rhetoric, bey ond all bounds 
of reason. And Italian justice is rapidly becoming a byword for its 
slowness and inefficiency. 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Messrs. WaLTox & Lee sold by Auction, at Stafford, on Thursday, Chartley Castle, near 
Stafford, the historic seat of Earl Ferrers, in fifty lots, the principal being Chartley Hall, 
with the picturesque castle ruins and park, comprising 2,024 acres, yielding a \ early rental 
of £3,175. Chartley is noted as the home of one of the few remaining herds of wild white 
cattle, and its historic associations are many. The hall was occupied by Mary Queen of 
Scots when in custody, and was visited by Queen Elizabeth. The bidding started at 
£40,000, and the 1ot was sold at £55,000 to the trustees of the late Colonel Congreve, 
formerly Chief Constable of Staffordshire, and father of Lieut -Colonel Congreve, D.8.0., 
who distinguished himself at the battle of Colenso. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—F ripay, Sept. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep tn CaANCERY. 

(Boxn’s) Brisvor Brewery, Limrrep (1n Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Oct 24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars »f their debis 
or claims, to Solomon Hare, Brighton chmbrs, St Stephen’s av, Bristol. Press & Press, 
Bristol, solors for liquidator 

Cuapas Mixtna Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Albert 
Vietor Narraway, 35, Queen Victoria st. Ingle & Co, solors for liquidator 

CoysTanTINOPLE ENGINEERING AND Suipsuitpise Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, 
presented Aug 19, directed to be heard Oct 25. Crump & Son, Leadenhall st, solors for 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 24 

Douestic Suprty Co, Liuirep —Creditors are required, on or before Oct 17, to send their 
names and addressee, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Jones & Morgan, 
12, Gower st, Swansea. Slater, Swansea, solor for liquidators 

Eowarp Humennizs & Co, Liirep - Creditors are required, on or before Sept 23, to send 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Elkanah 
Mackintosh Sharp, 120, Colmore row, Birmingham 

4 Strap, Liarrepv—Petn for winding up, presented Aug 15, directed to be heard at the 
Guildhall, Bristol, Sept 30, at 12. Inskip & Co, Bristol, solors for petners. Notice 
¢ appearing must reach the above-named no tlater than6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


Ivswick Lanp anp Buripine Trust, Limirep - Creditors are required, on or before Ot 10, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars pf their debts orclaims, to Alfred 
George Carter, 30, Museum st, Ipswich. Kersey, Ipswich, solor for liquidator 

JJ Fiscure & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are requi on or before Oct 22, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Crewdson, 

.1, Norfolk st, Manchester. Wright & Co, Manche-ter, solors for liquidator 

Kezcom Morogs, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 7, directed to be heard 
before the Vacation Judge Sept 21. Raphael & Co, Moorgate st, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later 6 o’clock in the after- 
,hoon of Sept 20 

Youxsurre Woot Compress’ Associatioy, Limtrep —Petn for winding up, presented Sept 
6, directed to be heard before Warrington, J on Oct 25. Skipper & Tucker, Warwick 
ct, Gray’s inn, for Batty & Co, Manchester, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Oct 24 


London Gazette.—Tursvay. Sept. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep 1n CHANCERY. 

Laxb Morteace Bayk ov Nortu Western Ameaica, Limttep—Creditors are required, 
ou or before Oct 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of th+ir debts 
oe claims, to Robert ‘Thomson Heselton,9, Market st, Bradford. Greaves & Greaves, 
Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Moser Macnine Co, Liurreo—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 28, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Standeven, 
Exchange bldgs, St Mary’s gate, Manchester 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Tursvay, Sept. 6. 
Avexaxper, Witttam, Branksome Park, Bournemouth Oct 24 ies, Deneeemcath 


Buatxis, Joux, Stapenhill, Derby Oct 18 Richardson, Burton on 





Brock, GzorGe Jou, , Licenced Victualler Oct 10 Long acre 
B:22077, Janus Jous, Chertasy, Corn Meschant bo “Paine & Brettell, Chertsey 
Grpps, WILLIAM, , Insurance Manager 19 Shakespeare & Co, Birming- 


ham 

Hert, James, Thorpe Audlin, nr Pontefract Sept 30 Alcock, Mansfield 
Hert, Sarag, Lng Some nr Pontefract ~~ 30 Alcock, Mansfield 
Fotsroox, Amos, kpool Oct15 Phythian & Bland, Manchester 
peo Vasu Mga St toms on —y' ans Smith, matings 

ACKSON, SamugL, Tonbridge 12 Sharpe , New ct, Carey 
Jones, Mary Axx, Cowley rd, Brixton Oct 4 Ody & Wilmot, Brixton rd 
McWuunsik, MIcxicent. Stone, Staffs Oct 8 Birch, Stone, Staffs - 
Porg, Taomas ALDER, baston, Birmi: Oct 18 Rigbey & Son, Birmingham 
Reap, Epwarp Tuomas, Ipswich Oct 8 ny, ores 
Suiru, Hersert, Charlestown, -t Austell, Cornwall, Merchant Oct 13 Adehead, Essex 


st, Strand 
ee —~ Blandford Forum, Dorset Nov 1 Castleman-Smith, Blandford Forum, 


Tse 
TownsEeno Jonny, Barugh, nr Barnsley Oct 31 Raley & Sons, Barnsley 
Warts, Jostan, Norwich Oct1 Preston & Sons, Norwi 
Weaver, THomAs, _—— Oct 1 Chariton & Baker, Kingston on Thames 
West, Emma Jemima, Cleveland sq, Hyde Park Oct18 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, Soho sq 
Woop, Arrsur Joun, Dulwich Oct 1 Marsden & Son, Church st, C 
Woop, Witt14m, Lock Hill Mills, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Cotton Spinner Sept15 JE& 

E H ill, Halifax 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Sept. 9. 


Aistoy, Rosert Joan Frrance, Blackpool Oct1 Forshaw & Parker, Preston 

Bouttoy, Epwix, Poitsmouth Oct 20 Allen, Portsmouth 

Brearey, Joun, Laisterdyke, Yorks, Waste — Oct 8 Leather & Veale, Leeds 
Baows, Mary Anne, Southampton Oct 22 Paris & Co, Southampton 

Browy, Percrva, Asuey, Basildon, Berks Oct8 H & C Collins, Reading 

Byron, Fanxy Lucy, Prince of Wales ter, Kensington Palace Nov 1 ‘Tyler, Clement's 


inn 
Campers, Jonn, Woodhead, Chester Sept 29 Ireland, G 
Cceverty, James, Calne, Wilts Sept £9 Henly, Calne, Wilts 
Cotman, Timorny, East Harling, Norfolk, Farmer Oct 15 Tillett & Co, Norwich 
Dowxry, Emma, Le m Sept 30 Huntriss, Halifax 
Downrne, Mary Janez, Ashton upon Mersey Oct 26 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 
K.pripge, Ros, Hythe, Hants Oct 22 Paris & Co, Sou! 
Eyre, Col Henry Roser, Midd'eton Tyas, Yorks Oct 8 Freshtields. Old rx . 
Gresy, Gzorce, Coppy Bush, Steynton, Pembroke Oc: 22 Eaton-Evans & Williams, 
Haverfordwest 
Gist, Samurt, Wormington Grange, Glos Oct5 Stapleton & Sun, Stamford 
Hansarp, Henay, Abergavenny, Mon Oct 15 Smyth, Merthyr Tydfil 
Harpimman, Dinan, Kidderminster Oct 10 Talbot, Kidderminster 
Harris, GEorGr, Brewood, Staffs, Farmer Oct 15 Chew & Sons, Manchester 
Harcuer, Joux, Bourton on the Water. Glos Oct 15 Sturge, Bri 
Haywarpb, Jane, Deal Oct10 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Haywarp, WititaM Tapuey, Deal. Oct 10 Brown & Brown, Deal 
Horyoak, Josepn, sen, Erdington, Warwick, i Oct 24 Snow & Atkins, Bir- 


mingham 
ae re Awyprew, KC, Winchelsea, Sussex Oct 15 Few & Co, Surrey st, 


Kiser.ey, Davip, Moseley, Worcester Oct 1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Lena, Patio, Bagni di Lucca, District of Lucca, Italy, Hotel Proprietor Sept20 Bompas 
& Co, Gt Winchester st Eta: 

Lioyp, Groreina, Handsworth Oct1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham ; 

Morpecal, ApranaM, Whitechapel rd, Cigar Manufacturer Oct 14 Turner & Son, 
Gt Alie st, Whitechapel 

Nei, Samvet WILiam, Ciewer Village, Berks, Rrewers’ Collector Oct 10 Lovegrove & 
Durant, Windsor 

Noet, the Hon Anne ADELAIDE, Radcliffe on Trent Nov5 Watson & Co, Nottingham 

Pearman, Frayxk, Handsworth, Staffs, Iron Founder Oct 1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Price, James, Abersychan, Mon Oct9 Dauncey & Sons, Newpoit, Mon 

Ress, James, ang ny Carmarthen Oct7 Phillips, Llandovery, Carmarthen 

Rock, Freperick Jouy, Brighton, Dentist Oct 10 Davies & Ward, Hove 

Saunpers, Groree, Slough, Bucks Oct 10 Lovegrove & Durant, Windsor 

—_“ ~~~ Swans, Radford, Nottin: , Beerhouse Keeper Oct 8 Eking & Wyles, 

otti um. 

Guscutina. Haan ScarG@ILt, Boston, Lines, Butcher Sept 21 Waite & Co, Boston 

Tuomas-Pever, Mary Evizanetu, Truro Oct 15 Smith & Co, Troro 

Timmins, Awn, Kates Hill, Dudley Oct7 Bourne & Morton, Dudley 

oat ig Fehon oe Park, Stonycroft, Liverpool, Oyster Merchant Oct 17 Tyrer & 
Co, Liverpoo! 

Turuey, Hargiet, Tonbridge Sept 30 Freer & Brown, Tonbridge 

Waren, Freperick. Newquay, Cornwall, Photographer Oct 15 GG Bullmore and H F 
Whitefield, Newquay, Cornwall 

Wessee, Wixu14M, Silverton, Devon Nov? James & Snow, Exeter 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Sept. 13. 
Armstrone, Wit.iaM, Bishop Auckland, Durham Sept 29 J & RD Proud, Bishop 
Auckland 


Awpkry, Mary Epmonps, Bournemouth Oct 20 Wadeson & Malleson, Devonshire s] 

Cameron, Jonny, Sevthengien Decl Stanton & Co, Sou hampton 

Camppect, Ravperick MoNett Anous, Shanghai, China, Bill Broker Oct 20 Wadeson & 
Mallesoo, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Daawinetox, Faeperick Henry, Kingswinford, Staffs Sept 28 Round, Tipton 

Et.1s, Moses, seo, Morton on Swale, Yorks Oct 19 Edger, Hartlepool 

House worth, Cuarves, Tipton, stafford Sept 28 Round, Tipton 

Hoop; Right Hon Mary Isaneita Dowager Vicountess, Kettering, Northampton Oct 18 
Upperton & Co, Lincoln inn nelds 

Hvrcurson, Josepu, Bury. Lancs, Iron Fitter Oct1 Pickstone & Jones, Radcliffe 

Jamesoy, Tuomas, Birmingham, Timber Merchant Oct 1 Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Kriya, Donaiv, Hornsey t1 Tweed, Devereux ct, Tem; 

Leonarp, Exiza Jane, Oct 31 Wood & Co, Birmi 

Merson, ALraep, Felstead, Essex, Farmer Oct8 Holmes, , Braintree 

MILLes, Joun, Sittingbourne, Kent Oct 11 Harris & Harris, Sittingbourne 

Newey, Jann, Accrington Oct 31 Rus-ell, Manchester 

Newson, Netsox Wauutyeroy, Halesworth, Suffolk, Watchmaker Oct 31 Cross & Co, 
Hales worth. Suffolk 

Owen, Cuar.es, Oakengates, Salop, Grocer Oct 18 Carrane & Elliott, Wellington. Salop 

Patuer, Jessic Avice, Cambridge ter, Regent’s Park Oct 25 Allen & Son, Carlisle st, 


Soho 
Pearce, Tones, Stratford upon Aven Oct 29 Slatter & Co, Stratford upon Avon 
Sawer, Marrarw Henry, East Keswick, nr Leeds Oct 15 Jackson, Stanford 1d, New 


Sou te 

Suarr. Capt Ricuarp Gaaincer Arkryson, Sissinghurst Grange, nt Cranbrook, Kent 
Ot 15 Dowson & Co, 8u st, Victoria Embankment 

Sxirsry, Rovert, Percy Main, nt North Shields Oct 26 Dickinson & Co, Neweastle on 


, Suffolk Oct 20 Wayman. Suffolk 

Town, Henry, Hulme, ester, Butcher Oct 10 Jones, Manchester 
Trevor-Batrre, Haaaiet Dornoraea, Eastbourne Oct 13 Fall, Portman st, Portman sq 
Weou, Tuomas, Corn Exchange chmbrs, ena > | In Oct19 Cooper & Co, Birchin In 
Wauirraker, Wit11am, Accrington, Engraver 2 Bunting, Accrington 

Wiactss, Rey Anruus Wesnxtwortsa, Methven, Canterbury, New Zealand Oct 3 
Blyth & Co, Gresham House 


ne 
Swett, Wittiam, Kedi 


A LOTT a 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faivay,. Sept. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Acprivgr, Jounx, West Horsley, Surrey, Farmer Guildford 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept5 

ALLIeKiys, Josern, Whitechapel, Tailor High Court Pet 
Augi13 Ord Sept 5 

Antony, Josern Feraus, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Bateman, Eocar Vavcuan, Warham rd, Harringay High 
Court Pet July 27 Ora Sept 5 

Bentiey, Wit1iam, Margate, Grocer’s Assistant Canter- 
bury’ Pet Sept 7 7 Ord Sept 

Borouer, L F, Meek st, alll Butcher High Court 

13° Ord Sept 5 

ouN, Loughborougt, 

Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

De Senecuat, Fernand Ontmans, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, 
Holborn "High Court Pet Mav9 Ord Sept 5 

Dunn, Tuomas, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Licensed v ictualler 
Burtonon Trent Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

Epwarps, Wituam, Sarnau, Guilsfield. Montgomery, 
Farmer Newtown Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Favu.txyer, Harry, Ryton on Dunsmore, W: Gobk, Baker 
Coventry Pet ‘Sent 3 Ord Sept 3 

Gitt, CHaRLes, Bridgwater. Fruiteret and Florist Bridg- 
water Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Haaue, Hersert, —— Hairdresser Nottingham 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Se 

Hassatt, ALsert, ai Pembroke, Picture Frame 
Maker Pembroke Dock Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

Hiseck, James, Kendal, Westmorland, Waggoner Kendal 

et Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
ee Stockport, Tailor Stockport Pet Aug 18 


Ord Sept 6 
Joxes, Joun, Little a. Hereford, Farmer Hereford Pet 
Sept 3 Ord Sept < 
Jones, WILLIAM, Siete. Staffs, Draper Stoke on Trent 
Pet Augi9 Ord Sept 6 
— Harry, New Cross rd, Butchér High Court Pet 
Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Lax, Jouy, Port Talbot, Glam, Builder Aberavon Pet 
Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
Leseuis, F E, St James's ct, Buckingham Gate, Merchant 
High Court Pet Augi3 Ord Sept 7 
Lister, Henry, jun. and Avice Lister, Keighley, Y 
Plumber Bradford Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 
Mevonison, Sam, Bradford, Tailor Bradford Pet Sept 6 
1 it 6 
Muraay, Bravce, Heaton Chapel, Lancs, Accountant’s 
Clerk Stockport Pet Aug 9 Ord Sept 6 
Nixos, Jous, ge Upholsterer Leicester Pet Aug 
30 Ord Aug 30 
Ourves, Saxvec 8, Kingston upon eg Bailder Kingston | 
upon Hull Pet Aug 20 Ord Sept 6 
Riesy, Tuomas, Farnworth, Lancs, Painter Bolton Pet 
Sept 7 OrdSept7 
Rosertsox, Henry CaAr.es, Birmingham, Upholsterer 
Birmingham Pet Seot5 Ord Sept 5 
Snerwis, Henny, and Feanx Sauv, Bro as ‘on, Salford, 
Confectioners’ Salford Pet Sept 7 Ord Pept 7 
Simxtns, Joux Hewry, Burslem, Staffs, Licensed Victualler 
Hanley Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 
Sxipmogzg, WIttram, Birmingham, Baker 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 
Scearx, CuHartes Freperick, 
Nottin ham Pet Sept 6 
Storey, Tuomas Escoime, Trentham, Staffs, Mining | 
Engineer Stoke on Trent Pet July 1 Ord Sept 6 
Viscent, James Bournemouth, Ladies’ Tailor Povle Pet 
sept 5 Ord Sept 5 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Auurkins, Joseru, Greenfield st, Whitechapel, 
Sept 20 at 12 Bankrupt cy bldgs, Carey st 
Asquitu, Davip, Greentield, Yorks. Greengrocer Sep’ 20 
at U1 Off Rec. Greaves st, Oldham 
Batemay, Epoar Vavucuax, Warham rd, Harringay Sept 
19at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Beprorp, Bausaep, S'amb urne, Essex, Farmer Sept 19 at 
2.45 Townhali, Haverhill 
Biaxetr, Wittram Jous. Derbs, Greengrocer Sept 17 at 
11.33 Off Kec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Boop, James, Stone, Staffs, Saddler Sept 19 at 11.45 
Messrs Wright & W esthead’s Offices, 1, Martin st, 
Stafford 
Buotu, Jonx, Congleton, Cheshire, Caretaker Sept 20 at 
10.45 Off Rec, 23, King Elwatd st, Macclestield 
Burcaes, L “, Meek et, Chelsea, Butcher sept 20 at 11 
Bankruptcy bid, Carey 8% 
Crank, Feepenice em ri, ani Epwaarp Tay "RELL CLARK, 
xhda'e, Fisnnel Manuf seturers Sept 27 at 11.15 
Towa Hall. Rochdale 
Cottygn, Atyvaxp Juun, and Joszrn Cottyer, Melbourne, 
Deibv, Boot Manufaturers Sept 2 at 2.30 Off Ree, 


47, Full st, Derby 
panne, Butcher Sept 19 


Cusco, Wiu1ay, Littlepor:, 
at 11.46 The Lamb Hotel, 

pe Sexecuan, Feexaxp Or saan Birkbeck Baok chmbrs, 
Holbora Sept Zl at1ll Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Favucksee, Barey, Ryton on Dansmore, arwick, Baker 
Sept 2iat12 uff Kec, 8, High st. ‘oven 

Haoce, Juus, and Jous Eaxesr Hacue, Nottingham, 
Printers Sept 20 at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 


Nottingham 
BkereT, Coxxerivs Witiram, Leicester, Animal 
% Off Bec, 1, Berridge st, 


——— pept 19 at 

Josxs, Juns, Lit-le Birch, Hereford, Farmer Sept 17 at 
124) 2, Offa st, Herefurd 

> Hisar, jum, — Avice Lisree, Keighley, 

orks, Flumbers 2lat3 Off Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, 

Bradford 25 Saat 

Latriz. Faevvrick &rerusx, New Hunstanton, Norfolk, 
Insuran Agent Sept 17 at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 


CaYLEss, ~ Manufacturer 
Lei 


Yorks, 


Nottingham, 


Draper 
Ord Sept 6 


Tailor 


Birmingham 





eG 
MERRYWCATHER. LONCOND = N°: 23620 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 








Write for Illustrated 
MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING. 


MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPL}! 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. | 
H 
| 


The ‘‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind y 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &, 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
E. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Earl Scarborough. 
Baron F. de Rothschild, 
Hon. D. Waring. 


Earl Fitzhardinge. { 

Lord Gifford. | B 

Lord Pirbright. | 

Sir Edward Malet (Monaco). | 

Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. | Sir Phillip Egerton. 

Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. | Miss A. de Rothschild, 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 








Lowe, Micnaet, East Harsley, nr Northillerton, Yorks, 


— 


Lu os "eas. Shaw, nr Oldham, Licensed Victualler Sept 
2at12 Off R °c, Greaves st, Oldham 


2lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 


29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 


Norton, Harey, Burton on Treat, Pork Butcher 
atll Off Rec, 47 Full st, Derby 

Nrxos, Jouy, Leicester, Upholsterer Sept 19 at 12 

, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Ricuarps, Georce Wiiii1aM, Doddington, Libourer Sept 
23 at 11.40 The Law Courts, Peterborough 

| Ross, Scorr, & Co, Queen Victuria st Sept 19at12 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Scuwepersky, Eraxest Hvuao, Brough, Yorks, Coal Agent 
Sept 20 at ‘11 Off Ree, Trinity House In, Hull 

| Scorr, J E & H, King William st, Solicitors Sept 21 at 12 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Scort, J T, Queen Victoria st Sept 19 at 11 Bankruptcy 

bidgs, Carey st 

Sorre, Ricnarp Foster, Curdridge, Hants Sept 21 at 3 
Off Re*, Cambridge junc, H gh st, Portsmouth 

Sreonc, Caaetes, Hepthorne Lane, nr Chesterfield, Joiner 
Sept 17at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Wacker, Tuomas, Newland, Kingston on Hull, Cowkeeper 
Sept 20at 11.30 Off Ree, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Warver, Artave Barros, York, Tobacconist Sept 19 at 
2.45 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

Wituiamsos, Eexest Wiitiam, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Confectioner Sept 2Lat11 Grosvenor Hotel, Stramou- 
gate, Kendal 


Off 





ADJUDICATIONS. 


Astuoyy, Josernu Feravus, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

BectusiamM, Watrer Avrrep, Sunderland, Jeweller Sun- 
derland Pet July 21 Ord Sept 6 

Bewstiey, WILLIAM, Margate. — Ass-istant Canter- 
bury Set Sept 7 Ord Se 

Brapiey, Tuomas, G — on, Bradford, Builder Bradford 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Sept 6 

Bricat, WIttiau toe tn Pall Mall High Court Pet 
May19 Ord Sept 3 

Bumsreap. Arruue Rosert, Ipswich, Miller Ipswich Pet 
Aug 19 Ord Sept 6 

Catiaway, Bexsastx, Portsmouth Portsmouth Pet July 
8 Ord Sept 6 

Cayiess, Jons, Loughborough, 
Leices‘er Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 

Duscan. Hexay Ricuanrp, re Chemist 
bury Pet Aug8 Ord Sept 5 

Favuiaxee, Harney, Ryton on Dunsmore, Warwick, Baker 
Coventry Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 

Freasenr, Rosert Gorpos, Wavertree, Liverpool 
Pet Aug4 Ord Sept 6 

Gitt, CHABLES, Bridgwate r, Fruiterer 
Bept7 Ord Sept 7 

Hacvue, Hervert, Nottingham, Hairdresser 
Pet Sept 6 Ord Sept 6 

Hacuz, Joun, and Jouy Exususr Havvue, Nottingham 
Printers Nottingham Pet Aug 19 Ord Sept 2 

Haneies, Witttam James, Liverpool, Metal Merchant 
Liverpool Pet July 20 Ord Sept 2 

Hassacw. Acuerr, Tenby, Pembroke, Picture Frame Maker 
Pembroke Dock Pet #ept 6 Ord Bept 6 


Rope Manufacturer 


Canter- 


Liverpool 
Bridgwater Pet 


Nottingham, 





Sept 26 at 11.15 Court house, North- | 
| JoNEs, 


| Menxpetsous, Sam, Bradford, Tailor Sept 20at3 Off Rec, | 
| Lister, Henry, jun, and Avice Lisrer, Keis ghley, Yorks, 


Sept 17 | 





| Vincent, James 


| Warke, Cuarves Lyte, Liverpool, Doctor 





| Hiiseck. James, Kendal, Westmorlani, Waggos 
Kendal Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 

Joun, Little Birch, Hereford, Farmer Herefori 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 


| Kstcut, Harey, New _— rd, Butcher High Court M4 
Macpvurr, Jonny Wittram, Moss Side, nr Manchester Sept 


Sept 6 Ord Sept 
Lake, Jous, Port Falbot, Glam, Builder Aberavon kk 
Sept 7 Ord sept 7 


Bradford Pet Sept 7 Ord Sept 
Walsall Pet pod 20 On 


Plumbers 

Martix. Henry, Walsall 
Sept 5 

Menpexcsoun, Sam, Bradford, Tailor 
6 Ord Sept 6 

Nixon, Jous, Leicester, Upholsterer 
Ord Sept 6 

Po.e, Sir Peary Vas Norrex, Moreton in the Marsh, Ge 
Banbury Pet July 15 Ord Ang 29 

Porter, SAMUEL, Thrussington, Leicester, Boot Manuf 
turer Leicester Pet Aug 18 Ord Se pt 5 

Riesy, Cauomas, Farnworth, Painter Boltoa 
Ord Sept 7 

Simxixs, Joun Hesry, Bur-lem, Staffs, Licensei Victaallr 
Hanley Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 

Sreaen, CHartes Ferepeaick, Nottingham, 
Nottingham Pet S+pt6 Ord Sept6 

Bo arnemouth. Ladies’ Tai'!or 
Ord Sept 5 


Bradford Pet Sep 
Leicester Pet Augi 


Pet Sepit 


Drape 


Poole Pé 
Pet Sept 5 
Liverpool Pe 
June8 Ord Sept 5 


Amen ied notice substitute for that published ia 
the London Gazette of July 8: 


Aldershot, Builder Guildfal 


Cuarvtes Carrer, 
Ord July 5 


Litey, 
Pet July 5 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 


Boars Hill, Berks, Lodging 


Kiymay, Curries, Rod Copse, 
Adjud May 28 Rese sit 


House Keeper Oxford 
Annul, July 25 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring t 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it 
requested that application be made dired © 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 
= 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAD 
IN ADVANCE: Soricrrors’ Journal a 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 5M 
post-free. SoLicrrors’ JOURNAL only, 26; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s. 4d, Wek! 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country 
Foreign, 28s. 


Volumes tound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; Mal 
law calf, 5s, 6d. 
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